There are a lot of doors in the world of the court, many of them shut. He who holds the keys controls access to the treasure within-in the case of the Chambre du Roi, the monarch himself. Entrusting a set of keys to someone involves-literally-trust. So whom did the King of France trust? Who was given authority to regulate proximity, the sine qua non for the acquisition of power and wealth? Perhaps these were the personal favourites of the monarch, men he had grown up with. Or perhaps they were men of exalted rank and ancient lineage, qualities which, as explained by Castiglione, would compel them to act in an upright manner so as not to sully family honour.
, 617. 13 By the early modern period their number is usually (but not always) listed as eight: the Constable as head of the army; the Chancellor, head of the judiciary; the Household was run by the Grand Master, the Grand Chamberlain and the Grand Equerry. The remaining officers were also concerned with the military: the Grand Admiral, the Grand Master of the Artillery, and (collectively) the Marshals of France. Other posts with the word 'grand' that were sometimes included as Grand Officers included the Grand Almoner (head of the king's religious staff), and the Grand Veneur (Master of the Hunt). See Labourdette, "Grands Officiers de la Couronne". with current thinking for the expansion of royal privileges to senior courtiers, notably via the creation of new, non-royal, duchy-peerages starting in the 1520s. Previously seen as simply a tool for weakening the political influence of the princes of the blood, I would argue instead 14 "He needed to be always near the person of the king, day and night, […] and was guardian of the secret seals and of the caskets of the Cabinet." Anselme, Histoire Généalogique, VIII, 437. 15 For an analysis of these differences, in the context of a 'neutral' court affected in part by both systems, see that the creation of non-royal peerages was a necessary step taken to replenish dwindling numbers of royal peers-an integral part of ceremonial and representational aspects of the monarchy-as the various agnate branches of the royal house became extinct (through design or chance) in the late fifteenth century. 19 The near total control over the principal offices of the household by ducs-et-pairs was an extension of this policy, and lasted until the end of the monarchy. The man standing behind the throne when the king was in his chamber, the Grand Chamberlain, was from this point onward always a duke and a peer of the realm.
But the office of Grand Chamberlain was also the first to be undercut by royal will, with the creation of the new post of Premier Gentleman of the Chamber, also in 1545, who took over much of the actual functions of the Grand Chamberlain (receiving oaths of chamber staff, signing their certificates of office, and managing relevant budgets , Cote 4, no 8, Act of Recognition, 1593) indicates that her father resigned his functions as Grand Equerry from the time of their wedding, and that Elbeuf had already taken 70,000 écus derived from the income from this position to cover his debts. Léonor Chabot, Comte de Charny, had also acquired his post by marriage to the heiress of the previous holder, Claude Gouffier, Duc de Roannais. 25 Labourdette, "Grands Officiers de la Couronne", 617: Constable, Chancellor, Grand Master, Grand Chamberlain, Admiral and the marshals of France. Henri III's earlier ordinances, however, indicated the Grand Equerry was also among these, and Henri IV definitively added that office to the list (1589), along with that of Grand Master of the Artillery (1605).
family for much of the seventeenth century, though actual authority in the Chamber continued to be exercised by the Premier Gentleman. The fourth Guisard, Elbeuf, did succeed his fatherin-law as Grand Equerry in 1597, but the King did not allow that office to pass to his son when he died suddenly in 1605. 27 The position of Grand Equerry (French écuyer, from Latin scutarius 'shield bearer'), had been a more menial royal officer in the middle ages, initially subordinate to the Constable who was in charge of the king's stables (as the Latin name, comes stabuli, indicates). But as the Constable took on more functions as commander of the royal armies, the Equerry took over most of his functions in the Maison du Roi. 28 He was given status as a 'Grand' officer (indicating that his oath was taken directly from the king, not from any superior officer) in the late fifteenth century. As with the first 'Grand' chamberlains, this was done to reward loyal service and friendship, notably in war. youngest brother (not the next in age), whose youth would ensure the position was held longest by a single individual. 47 Later that year, the eldest son asked permission to serve abroad in Poland, and although the King agreed, he later recanted, and informed the Prince on his attempted return to court that he must leave the kingdom. 48 In the end, the Prince de Turenne died before he could succeed, and his two younger brothers were both taken out of 
Monopolies of the Eighteenth Century
By the eighteenth century, the houses of Lorraine-Guise and La Tour d'Auvergne-Bouillon were solidly in possession of two of the eight Great Offices of the Crown. 65 As with nearly all of the highest court offices, these passed unhindered from generation to generation. 66 And these were more than merely ceremonial posts: aside from the public prestige associated with a prominent place in the royal theatre of state , there were also very real profits to be made from selling posts within their departments-the Grand Equerry for example had about threehundred positions at his disposal-and through claims to royal property at the death of each monarch, in the chamber or in the stables. 67 But we must return to the question: how did these two positions exercise actual power in the eighteenth century in terms of access to the sovereign?
First, there remained the basic factor of proximity. The Grand Chamberlain and the Grand Equerry rarely left Versailles without Louis XIV after the court was transferred there in 1682. As Grand Chamberlain, the Duc de Bouillon had a right to attend the King each morning at his lever, and to hand him his chemise unless outranked by a prince of the blood.
As Grand Equerry, the Comte d'Armagnac attended the King whenever he went outside the palace on a hunt, which was often, or when he went to war. Both of these men were thus ideally placed at the centre of royal patronage from which point they managed their extensive clientele networks stretching outward to the provinces, both informally through long-standing personal links with the sovereign, and formally as provincial governors: Bouillon in 65 Indeed, the security of the House of Lorraine is indicated by the willingness of Louis XV in 1761 to break the rules and permit a 'regency' for an underage Grand Equerry, his mother even being given the extraordinary title of 'Grande Ecuyère de France': "constituant une originalité incontestable dans l'histoire des grands officiers de la couronne". Reytier, "Un service de la Maison du roi: les écuries de Versailles", 64-68. Reytier stresses this was no empty title for the Comtesse de Brionne, demonstrated by numerous memoirs written by her concerning the administration of the Grande Ecurie, now in series O 1 of the Archives Nationales. It is a safe assumption that a nod from M. le Grand could give an aspiring country gentleman an advantage in the approval of his family's genealogical claims by the généalogiste du roi.The school for the pages, housed in the Grande Ecurie, was where young nobles learned the skills for life as a courtier: they learned equitation and ballet, manners, and how to be a soldier. Successive kings too learned to ride here and, it should be stressed, socialised with other young nobles. 73 As has been noted, the Grand Equerry accompanied the monarch on military excursions, and therefore the pages that he chose as part of his suite were given an undeniable opportunity for close proximity to the monarch himself, something hopefully remembered when the young nobleman was later seeking a position at court or a military command.
The number of nobles educated in this manner reached about 150 in the eighteenth century, and they were placed throughout the court, in the king's chambers, but also in the households of the queen, the dauphin, other royal children, and the princes of the blood. They served three to four years, then typically joined one of the court's elite military units. 74 Félix d'Hézecques left behind memoirs of his life as a page in the reign of Louis XVI, and demonstrated the regular access they had to the sovereign through accompanying him on the hunt, or performing ceremonial tasks in the Chamber. 75 One specific instance of control was the practice that developed in the eighteenth century of the 'hunt supper', which only 'presented nobles' could attend, regulated by the pages and equerries assigned to serve the king on these outings. 76 We know from records in the Archives Nationales, series O 1 , that the successive Grand Equerries of the House of Lorraine were active managers of this vast enterprise, maintaining a large apartment on the top floor of the Grande Ecurie itself, and personally overseeing details from financial administration of the stables to the purchase of horses for the king's use. Hézecques describes the last Grand Equerry, the Prince de Lambesc (Charles-Eugène de Lorraine), as very 'hands on': up every day at five ('even in winter') at the riding school, mounting or dressing horses or giving riding lessons. 77 The Grand Equerry was not just in charge of the school for young nobles at Versailles, he also had authority to oversee all equitation academies across France, plus the royal stud farms, and even the posts and relay services. 78 His network would have formed the very backbone of the provincial noblesse seconde in their attempts to connect with the court in the eighteenth century. As recently put by Christophe Blanquie regarding household service more generally: "The royal household offers among other things a refuge at the court for the minor nobility who otherwise would have no access to it." 79 In parallel, the level of control the Grand Chamberlain had in the daily running of the Chamber, or more specifically in the nomination of pages or ushers, and over their subsequent careers, requires further research. Just as the Grand Equerry's genealogist exercised significant authority in admitting noble sons to the school for pages, can we identify a parallel position or body overseen by the Grand Chamberlain for 'indoor' spaces of the monarchy?
Did he retain any of the regulatory powers of other European court chamberlains, most notably the Imperial Grand Chamberlain (Oberstkämmereramt), to determine who could or could not be admitted, for example, to the honneurs de la cour? 80 We can say that the erosion of the real patronage power exercised by the Grand Chamberlain beyond the immediate world of the court had been severely curtailed by the eighteenth century when compared to that of the Grand Equerry. Formerly the Grand Chamberlain had exercised jurisdiction over industries that supplied personal goods to the monarch and his court, notably the garment industry in Paris, but from the 1660s this privilege was exercised by the Grand Master of the Wardrobe. 81 Similarly, the Premier Gentleman of the Chamber had not only taken over the task of receiving the oaths of the officers of the bedchamber and regulating expenses, he also took over the function of organising state funeral ceremonies and overseeing the king's entertainments, including (after 1757) the two main theatre companies in Paris, the Comédie française and the Comédie italienne. 82 Yet a complete dismissal of the office of Grand
Chamberlain as merely honorific is premature: according to the 1722 Etat de la France, in addition to ceremonial duties-notably overseeing homage rites and ceremonies for the conferral of knighthoods-he maintained a position at the king's side daily, entrusted with the king's privy purse "for his day-to-day expenses".
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Conclusion
Intimacy and trust remained primary defining features of the Grand Offices of the Crown.
These were men the king grew up with, socialised with, and felt most comfortable with due to their high rank. As is now widely recognised by French historians, the high court nobility
were not prisoners in a 'gilded cage'; rather they benefitted from the increased centralisation of the 'co-operative' monarchy. But was this a positive development for the health of the In the final review, we must conclude that there are both similarities and differences in the 'keys' that were held by the Grand Chamberlain and the Grand Equerry of France, and in the doors they opened. Both offices retained the social prestige incumbent in one of the central 'performative' positions in French royal ceremonial life, and a good deal of the revenues accrued through gradual assumption of the monarch's powers of patronage within his own household. Both had obtained the crucial ingredient for the success of any court dynasty: close proximity to the monarch on a daily basis. The Grand Equerry retained more of a clearly identifiable source of regulatory power, both in his role as master of the hundreds of pages that served the court, and overseer of the schools where they learned to be courtiers. To 83 Etat de la France (1722), I, 287-88. Nevertheless, the contestations between the roles of the Grand Chamberlain and the Premier Gentleman were so clearly unresolved as late as 1722, that the author of this edition of the Etat printed a 'warning' at the start of the volume proclaiming his innocence specifically about these two offices in case any discrepancy printed within might spark a formal challenge.
